A REVIEW ON TWO TYPES OF SONIC INTERFACES

MYOUNGJEAN BAE

ABSTRACT. In this paper, two examples of sonic interfaces ([2] [3] 4 [5] [6])
are presented. The first example shows the case of sonic interfaces as weak
discontinuities in self-similar shock configurations of unsteady Euler system.
The second example shows the case of sonic interfaces as regular interfaces in
accelerating transonic flows governed by the steady Euler-Poisson system with
self-generated electric forces. And, we discuss analytic differences of the two
examples, and introduce an open problem on decelerating transonic solution
to the steady Euler-Poisson system.

1. A SONIC INTERFACE AS A WEAK DISCONTINUITY

Fix a constant 9 > 0. Given a function f : [0,g0] — Ry with

d
(1.1) ||f||cl,1([0)50]) < oo, f(0)>0, and é >w>0V0 <x < e,

set
Py := (0, f(0)),
and define a domain
(1.2) Qf =={(z,9):0<x<eo, 0<y< f(2)}
For each t € (0, f(0)), set

Ry = (0,51) x (0. f(0) = 1)

Given two constants a > 0 and b > 0, and functions 8x € C(0Qf N{y = f(z)})
for kK = 1,2, 3, consider the equation
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and the boundary conditions

(1.4) Y=0 on 8Q£O N{z =0}
(1.5) dytp =0 on dQl N{y=0}
(1.6) Bi(a, Y + Pa(z,y)y + =0 on 9Qf N{y = f(x)}.

In addition, assume that

(1.7)

51(9679) > A, |52(C[J,y), 53($7y)| < on aQ{::, N {y = f(x)}

> =

for some constant A > 0.
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Theorem 1 (Theorem 3.1 in [I]). Suppose that a function ¥ : Q—go — R satisfies
the following conditions:
() v & 0%(QL,) N C(Q%)
(ii) ¥ > 0 in an,
(ili) there exist constants p > 0 and 6 € (0,1) such that
< %(%y) < 2-9
a

T

in Qf ;
(iv) ¢ satisfies (L3)—(TH).

In addition, assume that the terms O;(z,y),i =1,---,5 are continuously differen-
tiable, and that there exists a constant N > 0 satisfying

|01(:v,y)|, 0z, y)|

2
1.8 x x
(18) DOy (2, )
i

<N fori=2---,5,

|,|DOk(I,y)|SN fOTi:Za"'75
in {z > 0}.
Then, the following properties hold:
(a) Yt € (0,£(0)), ¥ € C**(Ry) Yo € (0, 1);
1
(c) there are two sequences {(xm ,ym )} and {(:zrm ,ym )} in Qf such that
lim (21,41 = hm ( 2) w2y =Py forj=1,2,

m—r0oQ

1
lim ¢, (2D, 9Dy = =, lim ¢, (2?2, y2) = 0.
m— 00 a m— 00

Now we demonstrate an application of Theorem [l

An irrotational flow of inviscid compressible polytropic gas is governed by the
Euler equation for potential flow:

atp + Vx - (va‘l)) =0,

1.9 1 y-1_ 1
(1.9) (9151’1)4—§|Vx‘1)|2—|-pf1

for an adiabatic exponent v > 1. The density and the velocity potential of the
flow are represented as p and @, respectively. And, the term By > 0 represents the
Bernoulli constant which is determlned by the initial data. For 6, € (0, %), define
a symmetric wedge W in R? by

:BO

(1.10) W= {x = (x1,x2) € R? : |xa| < x; tan 6, x; > 0}.
Suppose that (p, ®) solves (LJ) in R?\ W, and satisfies the slip boundary condition
(1.11) Vx® -n, =0 ondW

for the exterior unit normal n to W. Then, for any constant a > 0, it can be
directly checked that (p, ®) given by

(. ®)(x,1) = (p, ) (o, )
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satisfies (L3) in R? \ W, and (LII) on OW. Owing to the scaling invariance, one
may seek for a self-similar solution in the form of

(. ®)(x,1) = (o(6), 10 (€)) Tor € = (61,6) with (€1,&) i= 1 (1, %),
With a pseudo-potential function ¢ given by

p(€) 1=~ 5lE + W(E),

one can rewrite (L9) as

(1.12) V- (oVp)+20=0
with
_ 1
(113) 7 == DB+ 1= (= 1) (o4 598

With ([LI2)), the global-in-time existence of weak solutions to (I9) of various
shock structures are investigated in [2] [3, Bl [6] [7} [8]. When a plane shock hits the
symmetric wedge W head-on, it is proved in [5, 6] that if 6, € (64, 5) for the critical
angle(=the detachment angle uniquely determined by a shock polar), then (L9]) has
a weak solution of a self-similar regular shock reflection configuration (FiglI).

FIGURE 1. Self-similar regular shock reflection (S.: incoming
plane shock, So U I'shock: reflected shock, 0., € (Osonics 5))

When a supersonic flow with a constant density moves horizontally toward the
symmetric wedge W at a constant speed, it is proved in [3| [8] that there exists
a global-in-time weak solution of a self-similar weak shock configuration for 6,, €
(0,04) (Figl). In Figlll and Figl2 the straight shocks Sy and the corresponding
downstream state in Qg are given as the weak shock state on the shock polar (Fig[3).
Considering that the incoming supersonic flow has a constant density and a constant
velocity, the straight normal shock S; and the corresponding downstream state in
Q1 (see Figl) can be easily computed from the Rankine-Hugoniot jump conditions.

Since the density p in Qo(Figl2) is a constant, it follows from (LI2) and (LI3)
that the pseudo-potential function ¢ satisfies

{A¢+2_0

in Qq,
¢+ 2|Vp|? = a constant 0
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FIGURE 2. Self-similar weak shock configuration past a wedge
(Left: 0 < Osonic, Right: Osonic < 0 < 04)

u2 04

| Ul

FIGURE 3. The shock polar for steady potential flow equation(ug:
the weak shock state in Qg for 0 < 0y, < Gsonic)

and this yields
1 .
(1.14) P(€) = —3€l* +uo-€+k in

for the constant vector ug given on the shock polar (Figh]), and for a constant k.

Take the representation of ¢ in terms of (¢, V), directly given from (LI3).
Substituting the representation p(y, Vy) into ([LI2)), we are given with a second
order quasi-linear equation

(1.15) V- (o(p, Ve)Ve) + 20(p, V) = 0.

If 071 — |Vy|? < 0, the equation ([LI5) is hyperbolic, and if 0¥~ — |V|? > 0, it
is elliptic.

Back to the uniform state in Qo (Figll Figl2l), let po > 0 represent the constant
density in Qg. Then, for the pseudo-potential function ¢ given by (II4]), we have

Co:=1{€: Vo> =)'} = {I€ —wo> = o] '}

The boundary portion I'g := 99y N Cy is called a pseudo-sonic arc associated with
the state of the density pg, and the velocity ug. In g, the equation (LIH) is
hyperbolic, and the hyperbolicity is degenerate on the pseudo-sonic arc 9y N Cy.
Note that the pseudo-supersonic region €2y bounded by a straight oblique shock
Sp is shown for 6, € (fsonic, 5] in Figlll and for 6, € (0,0s0nic) in Figl And,
this region shrinks to a point as 6,, approaches to the sonic angle 5o, which is
uniquely determined by the shock polar associated with the incoming flow state.
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The region in which the equation ([LIH) is elliptic(0”~ —|Vg|? > 0) is indicated
as Q. For the admissible solution ¢ constructed in [3| [5l [6], one of the essential
properties is that there exists a constant p > 0 satisfying

V(8

—1
07 (Vo(8), 0(8))
as long as the pseudo-supersonic region g appears (Figlll, Fig2(left)).

<1-— udist(€,Co) for € € Q near Ty

Let ¢o be the pseudo-potential function given by (LI4]). Define a polar coordi-
nate system by
& —ugp :=r(cosh,sinb).
And, define a new coordinate system by

—1
(z,y) := (Q(}T =710 —0u) for £ near I'y in Fig. [II
) = y—1
(09> —r,m+0,—0) for € near I'y in Fig.

Finally, define
(1.16) Y(x,y) == p(€) — po(&) in Q near To.

The admissible solutions constructed in [3 B 6] have the following properties: if
0w € (Bsonic, 5 in Fig. @ or if 0, € (0, Osonic) in Fig. 2 then
(i) 3 a (small) constant 9 > 0 and a function f : [0,e9] — R4 such that

QN {dist(¢,To) < g0} = Q7

for the domain Qf defined by (L.2);

(ii) such a function f, representing the curved pseudo-transonic shock DIgpock
(Fig. [ Fig. 2)), satisfies all the properties stated in (LI]);

(iii) the equation (LLI3)) is rewritten as

1
(22 — (v + 1) + O1)¢s0 + O2tpuy + (ﬁ + 03) Yyy — (14 O1)pe + Os1hy =0
<) 2

for the terms O;(x, ¢, ¥, ¥,) satisfying all the properties stated in (L.J);
(iv) ¢ satisfies the boundary conditions (L4)-(L6) with (L7) holding;
(v) wec*(Qf nchi(el));
(vi) 0 < ¢(z,y) < Lz? in Qf  for some constant L > 0;
(vii) 0 < - < PO | in Q/  for some constant & € (0, 3).
Then it directly follows from Theorem [ that
(a) Vy € [0, £(0)), .
By el ) = D
(b) ¢|QT is not C? at the point (0, £(0)).
€0

According to the statement (a), the radial derivative of the flow velocity (= Vx®)
on the pseudo-sonic arc I'g(Figlll Fig2(left)) is nonzero. While the velocity field
Vx® is discontinuous on the shock Sy U I'ghock, it is continuous on I'y. What the
statement (a) indicates, however, is that the pseudo-sonic arc Ty is a weak discon-
tinuity in the sense that a derivative of the velocity field is discontinuous on T'y.
We also point out that another pseudo-sonic arc 'y in Figl2l due to the presence of
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a normal shock state in 2; is also a a weak discontinuity. Now, a question arises
naturally:

Given a second order equation with a degeneracy of Keldysh type, does the degen-
eracy always result in a discontinuity in a second order derivative of its solutions
on the degenerate interface?

Another example introduced in the next section indicates that the answer to the
question is ‘no’.

2. A SONIC INTERFACE AS A REGULAR INTERFACE

Given a constant L > 0, define
Qp, = {XZ (l‘l,xg) S R2 0<z <L, |£L'2| < 1}
The boundary 92y, consists of the entrance T'g = {0} x [-1,1], Ty, := (0, L) x {£1},
and the exit 'y, := {L} x [-1,1].
For two fixed constants v > 1 and p;y > 0, consider the steady Euler-Poisson
system

V- (pu) =0
(2.1) V-(pu®u)+ Vp=pVd
V- (pBu) =pu- VP
A® =p—pr
with L "
=M o,

for a fixed adiabatic exponent v > 1. -
Any one-dimensional solution (p,u,p,®) = (p, t1e1,p, ®)(x1) with 5 > 0 and
u1 > 0 can be given as
J
’ﬁl(l'l)
p(x1) = Sop” (z1)

_ 28 (I
@(Il):%‘f'/:_ol (—> +/O E(t)dt

p(w1) =

_, Eul
U] = =171 _
(22) o T doran >0, (a, B)(0) = (w0, o)
B =z —pr
for constants Sy > 0, J > 0, ug > 0 and Fy € R. Here, the constant us represents
the speed at the sonic state, and is explicitly given by

Us = (”ySoJ'Yfl)ﬁ.
Define (ur, (o) := (ﬁ—JI7 4), and assume that
Co > 1.
For H : (0,00) — R given by
J (1

H(u) == ar ). W(twl —ul ") (g —t) dt,
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if (i1, E)(x1) is a C'-solution to (Z2)), then it can be directly checked from (22
that
1

_ 1
5E2 — H(,) = 5Eg — H(ug) forz; >0

as long as the solution exists.
We call a set

(2.3) T = {(u, E) : %E? ~ H(u) = 0}

the critical trajectory on the uFE-plane. Further, we call a set

Tace = {(qu) eT: (u - U‘S)E > 0}

the critical trajectory with an acceleration(FigHl).
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FIGURE 4. The critical trajectory

For the initial data (ug, Ep) in ([22), suppose

(2.4) (to0, Eo) € Tace, Uo < Us.

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 1.1 in []). The initial value problem Z2l) with (uo, Eo)

satisfying 2.4) has a unique smooth solution (a1, F) with the following properties:
(i) there exists a finite constant lymax > 0 such that

ﬂ’/l(xl) >0 fO’f’ T € [Oulmax);

(iil) Tace N {(a1, E)(21) : 0 < 21 < lmax} = Tace N{(w, E) : u > uo} (Fig[);
(iv) there exists a unique constant ls € (0, lmax) (Figld) such that

<ug forxz <l
t1(z1) = us at 21 = g

>ug  for x> g
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Ty

FO I‘L

subsonic supersonic

! 1—‘sonic

FIGURE 5.

For the solution (1, E) given in Lemma 2] we can write as

(2.5) E = sgn(ty — us)y/2H (u1) for z1 € [0, lpax)-

Set .
?(z1) ::/ 1 a1 (t) dt.
It easily follows from (22)) and (2.5 that0
((01)7 " —ul™) 8110 — sgn(91p — us) V2H(019)(019)" = 0 for z1 € [0, lmax]-

Therefore, @ can be regarded as a solution to a second order equation with a
degeneracy of Keldysh type, and the smoothness of ¢ indicates that the degenerate
interface 1 =[5 is not a weak discontinuity. So we are given with an example for
a degenerate interface of a new type for a second order equation with a degeneracy
of Keldysh type. Naturally, the following questions arise:

- Does there exist a multi-dimensional solution to (21 with a degenerate

interface?

- If so, what is the regularity of the solution across the degenerate interface?

Let us assume that
B—-®=0,
which we call a pseudo Bernoulli’s law, and let us write the pressure function p as
p==5Sp’.

For p > 0 and u- e;(=: u1) > 0, the system (ZI]) can be rewritten as
V- (pu) =0
p7_1828
(v = Dwu
(2.6) pu-VS=0
Loy St
—lu —_— = (b
A =p—pr.

Vxu=

Take the one-dimensional solution (p, @iye1, p(= Sop?), ®) with (i, E) given from
Lemma 2.l For a two-dimensional velocity field u, we represent as
u=Vyp+ Ve,
and define

(¥, ¥) := (p,®) = (¢, D).
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Then we can further rewrite ([Z.0) as a nonlinear system for (¢, ¥, ¢, .S) as follows:

(2.7)

> a0t + b1 + Y + (v — Dy = f1(S, Vi), Vg, DV )T, V)

4,j=1

1 U1 B N
(2.8) AV — 75'0/37_2\1/ + SSor 2 M = f2(S, VY, V0, U, V)
(29) _A¢ = f3(57 V%VL%‘IUV‘I’)
(2.10) (Vo + Vi +V+te) VS =0
for

_ 1
ai; =(y+1) <@+ U — 5|v|2) i — (v-e;)(v-e;) with v =V + Vi + Vo

To find a two-dimensional solution to (2.1]) as a small perturbation of (p, t1e1, p, ®).
we prescribe the following boundary conditions:

U €2 = Wen, S =SCen, 01P=~FEs; only
(2.11) u-e=0, 6P=0 onl,
d=3 onTly
for three functions wen, Sen, Fen : [—1,1] — R satisfying
(2.12) P (wen, Sen, Een) = [|wen|&([=1, 1)) + [|(Sens Een) = (So, Eo)llcs(-1.1 < @
for some small constant ¢ > 0, and satisfying the compatibility conditions

k k
d d
(—) E., = (—) Sen =0 at|za] =1for k=1,3,

dzo dxy
d\!
— | Wen =0 at|za] =1forl=0,2,4.
dIQ
In the framework of the Helmhotz decomposition, ([ZI1)) becomes
02 = Wen, 010 =0, S =Sen, O1¥ = Een — Ey on Ty
(2.13) O =0, p=0, U =0 onT,
=0, V=0 onIYy.
The boundary condition ¢ = 0 on I'y, is added in ([ZI3]) for the well-posedness of
the boundary value problem (Z7)-2I0) with @I3) for (¢, ¥, ¢,S). As we seek

for a solution (¢, ¥, ¢, S) with ||(v), ¥, ¢)|lw1.~ being small, we first investigate a
modified equation of 27):

(2.14) a11011W + G22020w + b1Oyw = f
for (@11, a922) = (a11,a92) with ¢ = ¢ = ¥ = 0. For the normalized coefficients
= =\ 7+l n —r = \=Y—1
b E— 1
(215) a1y = @ =1- ﬂ ) Bl = —_1 = ( (’7+ -2—151U1)U1 )
@22 Ug a2 UZ

define a linear differential operator

(216) Lw = 041181110 + 82211) + ﬂ181’w.
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According to Lemma [2.1{iv), the operator L is elliptic in Q;,N{x1 < Is}, hyperbolic
in Qr N{x1 > Is}, and degenerate on Qy, N{x; = Is}. Therefore, it is a mixed type
operator with a degeneracy of Keldysh type if L > l5. From this, it is easy to see
that the equation ([27)), as a second order equation for ¢, is a mixed type with a
degeneracy of Keldysh type.

One of differences between the two equations (L3)) and ([Z7) (or (ZI4) is that
the equation (3] is hyperbolic before(x < 0) the degenerate boundary(=sonic arc),
and turns to be elliptic after(z > 0) the degenerate interface, while the equation
([2I4) changes its type from being elliptic to being hyperbolic across the degenerate
interface. Does this difference lead to a different result on the regularity of solutions

to the boundary value problem Z7)—(ZI0) with [2I3)?

Theorem 2 (Theorem 2 in [4]). Given constants (v, Co, J, So, Eo) satisfying
vy>1, (>1, So>0, FEy<0,

suppose that (uQ, Ey) € Tace, which is equivalent to 0 < ug < us. Then one can fix
two constants J and J depending only on (v,¢p,So) with 0 < J <1 < J < 00 so
that whenever the background momentum density J(= pt1) satisfies

either 0 < J < J or J< J < o0,

there exists a constant d € (0,1) depending on (v, o, So, J) so that if the two con-
stants uy and L are fized to satisfy

(2.17) pa<® o B g g

S uS

and if the constant o > 0 in ZI2)) is fived sufficiently small depending only on

(v, €0, S0, Fo, J, L), then the boundary value problem 21)—ZI0) with (ZI3) has a
unique solution (v, ¢, U, S) that satisfies the estimate

(218) ||(¢7 ¢7 \Ilu S - SO)||H4(QL) S CP(Senu Eel’lu wel’l)
for some constant C > 0 depending on (v, (o, So, Eo, J, L).
Furthermore, there exists a function fs, : [—1,1] — (0, L) such that

<1 foraxy < fsn(z2)
=1 forz1 = fou(z2),
>1  for x1 > fan(x2)

[u|

2.19
(2.19) 5>

-1

and the function fsn satisfies
(2-20) ||fsn - ZS||H2((—1,1)) + ||fsn - ZSHC’l([—l,l]) < OP(Scna Ecnvwcn)
for some constant C > 0 depending on (v, (o, So, Eo, J, L).

We are given from Theorem 2l with a classical solution (p, u,p) of (ZI]) with the
sonic interface 1 = fsn(22) across which the velocity field u is not only continuous,
but also its derivative is continuous. In other words, 1 = fsn(22) is a degenerate
interface but not a weak discontinuity. We call this sonic interface as a regular
interface in the sense that the solution (p,u,p) is a classical solution across the
sonic interface.
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3. DIscuUssIiON

In §1] we show an example of a (pseudo) sonic interface as a weak discontinuity in
the sense that a velocity field is continuous but its derivative is discontinuous on the
interface. Such an example is given from a solution to a mixed-type equation with a
degeneracy of Keldysh type. More precisely, the type of the equation changes from
being hyperbolic to being elliptic through a degenerate interface of codimension
one. In §2 we show an example of a sonic interface as a regular interface on which
a velocity field is C'. This example is also given from a solution to a degenerate
equation of Keldysh type, where the equation changes its type from being elliptic
to being hyperbolic.

The interesting point is that the equations given in §IH2] are both Keldysh type,
and that the lower order derivative terms ‘(—1 + Oy4),’ from ([[3)), and ‘b;01¢’
from (Z7)) have significant contributions to Theorem [Iland Theorem [2] respectively.
In spite of those similarities, the equations (I3)) and (7)) give different regularity
results. Why?

3.1. The existence of a special smooth solution. In §2 the classical solution
of (1)) with a sonic interface as a regular interface(Theorem ) is constructed as a
small perturbation of a smooth one-dimensional solution(Lemma [ZT]). Therefore,
one may suggest that the existence of a special smooth solution can be a clue to
determine a destiny of a sonic interface in general.

It is true that a smooth one-dimensional solution comes in handy to reformulate
@I) into @7)-I0) so that an iteration method can be applied. But still, it
is another matter to establish the well-posedness of the boundary value problem
E0)-@I0) with 2I3). According to the work in [4], the essential ingredient used
to prove Theorem Rlis the strictly increasing property of @ stated in Lemma [Z[i).
This monotonicity property combined with the method developed in [9] yields the
well-posedness of a linearized boundary value problem derived from (27)—(2I0)
with ([ZI1), and this yields Theorem

Q

s

0 =1
-

FIGURE 6. Self-similar normal shock reflection (Sp: reflected nor-
mal shock, ¢ = ¢p in Qo U Ty UQ, see [G])
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But, there is another example that shows that the existence of a special smooth
solution does not necessarily tells the destiny of a sonic interface in general. As
repeatedly pointed out, the sonic arc I'y in a self-similar regular shock reflection
is a weak discontinuity for 6., € (fsonic, 5 )(see §I)). For the wedge-angle 6, = 7,
however, the sonic arc is not a weak discontinuity(Fig. [6]) because the state behind
the reflected normal shock Sy is simply given by ¢ = ¢¢ for a quadratic polynomial
function g of self-similar variables & = (£1,&2) in the form of (II4). In [5], a
self-similar regular shock reflection solution for 6, € (% — o, %) is constructed as
a small perturbation of the normal shock reflection solution, but the nature of the
sonic arc I'g for 6, < 5 is not determined by the arc Ty for 0,, = 3.

3.2. Acceleration VS. deceleration in a transonic transition. Notice that
the self-similar flow(Fig[lland Fig[2(left)) introduced in §llturns from being (pseudo)
supersonic in g to being (pseudo) subsonic in © through the (pseudo) sonic arc
T'g. This is a decelerating transition on I'g, and Theorem [ implies that T'g is a
weak discontinuity. On the other hand, the C'-transonic solution of Euler-Poisson
system (2] given by Theorem [21in §2] has an accelerating transition on the sonic
interface x1 = fon(z2).

Question. Does a decelerating transonic transition always yield a sonic interface
as a weak discontinuity, while accelerating transonic transition does not?

Here is another interesting example to investigate. For the set T given by (23),
define
Taec :={(u, E) € T : (u —us)E < 0}.
We call the set Tqec the critical trajectory with a deceleration. By modifying the
proof of Lemma [ZT] given in [4], one obtains the following lemma:

Lemma 3.1. For the initial data (ug, Eo) in (22), suppose
(w0, Eo) € Tdec, Uo > Us.

Then, the initial value problem [2.2)) has a unique smooth solution (i1, E) with the
following properties:
(Case 1) For 1 <~ < 2,

(i) there exists a finite constant l~maX > 0 such that
) (r1) <0 forax € [O,Zmax);

(i) lim  @(z1)=0and lim E(z;) = oo;
T1—Hlmax— T1—lmax—

(iii) Tqeec N {(t1, E)(x1) : 0 < 21 < l:max} ::7:106 N{(w,E) :u <wuo} (Figlfl);
(iv) there exists a unique constant ls € (0, lpax) such that

>ug  forz < I
1 (z1){ =us  at z1 =,

<us forxz > I

(Case 2) For vy > 2, the statements given in (i)(iv) hold with lyay = 0.

The smooth one-dimensional solution of the Euler-Poisson system (2.I) has a
decelerating speed and a sonic interface at x; = ls. Similarly to Theorem 2] would
it be possible to establish the existence of a classical solution to ([2]) as a small
perturbation of this one-dimensional decelerating smooth transonic solution? In
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proving Theorem [ the key property used in [4] is that there exists a constant
AL > 0 satisfying

(3.1) =261 — (2m — 1)dra11 > A, in Qp for m=0,1,2,3

for the coefficients a7 and 31 given by (ZI8). This inequality enables to apply
[9) Theorem 1.7] to achieve a priori H™T! estimates of solutions obtained from
Theorem [2 for m = 0,1,2,3. More precisely, a direct computation yields the
representation

!

uy uYtt
—2837 — (2m — 1)610411 == (2m(7 + 1)’(7,’{ + (’7 - 1)’11? +2 ; ) .
ud 1

And, the inequality (3] is obtained by Lemma 271

For one-dimensional smooth transonic solution (@, £') lying on the critical tra-
jectory Taec with a deceleration, Lemma Bl implies that the inequality (3] does
not hold because @) < 0. So one cannot apply [9, Theorem 1.7] to establish the ex-
istence of a classical solution to (Z.I)) as a small perturbation of (#1, E). This opens
to a possibility that a multi-dimensional solution to (2]) given as a small pertur-

bation of (i1, F) with @} < 0 may contain a sonic interface as a weak discontinuity.
This is an open problem to be investigated in the future.
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